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Status 
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3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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4) S Claim(s) 1-10.21-26 and 34-39 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to amendments received 12/13/2006. Claims 1-10, 21- 
26, and 34-39 are pending in the application, with claims 1, 21, 24, 25, 34, 38, and 39 
currently amended. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 38 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 9 of the claim 
recites "stored apart form the first database" but should probably recite "stored apart 
from the first database". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, nnore than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10, 21-24, 26, and 34-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. 5,766,076 to Pease et al. (hereinafter Pease). 

Regarding claims 1 and 21, Pease teaches a progressive gaming system and 
method comprising a plurality of gaming machines (e.g. gaming devices 108a-108c) 
and a first database located in a central authority (central computer system 106) and 
arranged to store input data to be sent to one or more of the plurality of gaming 
machines to keep said gaming machines operational and output data generated by the 
plurality of gaming machines (see at least 3:10-4:10). Pease further describes an 
"apparatus" (perhaps more succinctly, a system) for providing data storage and 
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communications between the gaming machines and the first database comprising: a 
network (e.g. data networks connecting casino system 102 to processor 138 and/or 
connecting processor 138 to central computer system 106); a data processing unit 
spaced apart from the first database (processor 138). The data processing unit 
comprises a second database and a programmed hardware configured to poll the 
gaming machines to obtain the output data generated by the gaming machines over the 
network (see at least 5:35-44 and 6:1 1-23), to store said output data in the second 
database (see at least 6:1 1-23), to transmit said output data over the network to the first 
database from the second database (see at least 6:46-52 and 7:3-13), to periodically 
obtain the input data from the first database (see at least 6:58-62), to store the 
periodically obtained input data in the second database (see at least 6:58-62), and to 
transmit at least a portion of the periodically obtained input data required by one of the 
gaming machines to keep said one gaming machine operational from the second 
database to said one gaming machine without accessing the first database (see above 
cites, 2:12-16, and fig. 1). Note in claim 21, storing data "apart from the first database" 
is anticipated by Pease in the description of processor 138 above. In claim 34, 
regarding separate groups of gaming machines and their respective data stored apart 
from the first database and apart from each group's data, Pease anticipates such in the 
teaching of separate casino systems having respective processors similar to that of 
processor 138 (see at least 5:67-6:4 and fig. 1). 
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Regarding claim 2, Pease teaclies a first network between tine gaming machines 
and the second database, and a second networl< between the second database and the 
first database (see at least fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 3, Pease teaches a first processor arranged to manage the first 
database and a second processor arranged to manage the second database (see at 
least 5:40-41 and 5:61-66). 

Regarding claims 4-5, 10, 22-23, 26, and 35-37, Pease teaches gaming 
machines comprising meters arranged to store meter data and wherein the output data 
comprises the meter data or jackpot data, wherein the data comprises meter data for 
gaming machines played within a predetermined preceding time period (see at least 
5:56-60,6:24-7:2, 8:13-18). 

Regarding claim 6, Pease teaches the gaming machines are responsive to a 
card bearing an information code and wherein the input data comprises credit balances 
addressable in response to the identification code (see at least 3:37-4:9, 5:44-60, 6:12- 
23, and 7:53-8:31). 

Regarding claims 7, 24, and 38, Pease teaches the second database storing the 

* 

credit balances (see at least 3:37-4:9 and 7:53-8:12). Pease further teaches storing 
credit balances in the first database, which are then accessed via an identification code 
(player tracking card) sent from the gaming machine, and storing the corresponding 
credit balance in the second database (processor 138) before sending the data to the 
respective gaming machine (see /d). Note the above teaching of multiple casino sites 
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connected to the central computer system with respect to processing data from a first 
bank and a second bank of gaming machines (see at least 5:67-6:4 and fig. 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 8, 9, 25, and 39 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pease in view of U.S. 6,682,421 to Rowe et al. (hereinafter Rowe). 

Pease teaches the invention substantially as described above. Pease 
additionally teaches that player tracking systems are known in the art and may include a 
card bearing encoded information, wherein the card is purchase by a player and may be 
linked to an existing account (see at least 3:37-4:9). Pease lacks in explicitly teaching 
that a ticket is generated at a gaming machine. In a related disclosure, Rowe teaches 
that as technology in the gaming industry progressed, "the traditional method of 
dispensing coins or tokens as awards for winning game outcomes [became] 
supplemented by ticket dispensers which print ticket vouchers that may be exchanged 
for cash or accepted as credit of indicia in other gaming machines for additional game 
play. An award ticket system, which allows award ticket vouchers to be dispensed and 
utilized by other gaming machines, increases the operational efficiency of maintaining a 
gaming machine and simplifies the player pay out process. An example of an award 
ticket system is the EZ pay ticket system by International Game Technology of Las 
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Vegas, Nev." See col. 1, lines 36-47. Rowe further teaches, "An important component 
of an award ticket system is the ticket validation process. Typically, a game player^s 
satisfaction with an award ticket system is based upon the ease by which the ticket 
vouchers may be validated or utilized within the context of game playing. When the 
ticket validation process is difficult, a game player may become dissatisfied with the 
game playing area offering the award ticket system and frequent a game playing area 
without an award ticket system or a game playing area offering a simpler ticket 
validation process." See col. 1, lines 56-65. Finally, Rowe teaches that all of the 
gaming machines print ticket vouchers, which may be exchanged for cash or accepted 
as credit of indicia in other gaming machines (2:5-7). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the system 
taught by Pease to generate tickets at the gaming machine as taught by Rowe in order 
to provide increased operational efficiency of maintaining a gaming machine and 
simplify the player pay out process, thereby increasingi player satisfaction as taught by 
Rowe. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. U.S. 5,851 ,149 to Xidos et al. teaches a distributed gaming 
system. U.S. 6,275,867 to Bendert et al. shows operation-partitioned off-loading of 
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operations in a distributed environment. U.S. 5,885,158 to Torango et al. teaches a 
gaming system for multiple progressive games. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William H. McCulloch Jr. whose telephone number is 
571-272-2818. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on 571-272-6996. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



William H. McCulloch Jr. 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3714 
5/7/2007 
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